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MINISTRY OF LAW, JUSTICE AND COMPANY AFFAIRS 

(Legislative Department) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 9th March 1976 

S.O. 182(E), —The following Order made by the President is published for general 
information :— 

Order 

Whereas a petition has been filed by Shri P. L. T akhanpal against Shri Abu Abraham, 
a member of the Council of States alleging that the said Shri Abu Abraham has become 
subject to disqualification for membership of that House in terms of article 102(l)(e) of 
the Constitution read with section 9A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 
(43 of 1951); 

And whereas the President has sought the opinion of the Election Commission under 
article 103 of the Constitution, with reference to the said petition, on the question whether 
the said Shri Abu Abraham has become subject to such disqualification; 

And whereas the Election Commission has given its opinion (vide Annexure) that the 
said Shri Abu Abraham has not become subject to any such disqualification; 

Now, therefore, I, Fakhruddin All Ahmed, President of India, in exercise of the 
powers conferred on me under article 103 of the Constitution, do hereby decide, in 
accordance with the opinion of the Election Commission, that the said Shri Abu Abrahan* 

( 551 ) 
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has not become subject to any disqualification in terms of article 102(l)(e) of the Const- 
tution read with section 9A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951) 
for being a member of the Council of States. 

Rashtrapati Bhavan, FAKHRUDDTN ALI AHMED, 

New Delhi. President of India. 

February 26, 1976. 

Phalguna 7, 1897 (Saka). 

Annexure 

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
Reference Case No. 2 of 1975 

(Under Article 103 of the Constitution of India) 

Shri P. L. Lakhanpal 

vs. 

Shri Abu Abraham, Member, Rajya Sabha, 

Present: 

Shri T, Swaminathan, Chief Election Commissioner of India. 

OPINION 

The short question that arises in this case is whether Shri Abu Abraham, a nominated 
member of the Rajya Sabha, has become subject to any disqualification in terms of 
article 102(lXe) of the Constitution read with section 9A of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951, after he has become a member of that House. > 

i 

2- The allegation contained in the petition of Shri P. L. Lakhanpal is that Shri Abu 
Abraham entered into contracts with the Government of India for interviewing V.I.Ps, 
(very important persons) for Delhi Television (T.V.) and accepting remuneration of 
Rs. 150 to Rs. 250 for each interview. There are no disputed facts In this case, The 
respondent Shri Abraham accepts the fact that he appeared on Delhi T.V. for interviewing 
V.LPs. and received payments therefor. It is also established that these arrangements 
were by way of written agreements, 

3. The contentions of the respondent, in brief, are as follows .— 

(i) The averments in the petition did not disclose the complete cause of action M 
there were no averments in regard to the various elements enumerated in 
section 9A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951; 

(il) Article 102(l)(e) of the Constitution and section 9A of the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951, have no application to a nominated member of the 
Rajya Sabha as the nominated member cannot be said to be “chosen” as 
contemplated by that article; 

(iii) As the question of the alleged disqualification has not been referred at the ins¬ 

tance of Rajya Sabha, the enquiry initiated by the Election Commission is 
without jurisdiction; 

(iv) Even on merits, the television appearances of the respondent were purely pro¬ 

fessional in character and the respondent did not carry on any trade or 

business for the supply of goods to, or fpr the execution of any works 
undertaken by the Central Government, 

4. At the hearing on 6 January, 1976, oral arguments ’were advanced by the petitioner, 
Shri P. L. Lakhanpal and by Shri M. K. Ramamurthy, Senior Advocate, Supreme Court, 
appearing on behalf of the respondent, Shri Abraham. 

5. It is indeed true that the averments in the petition of Shri Lakhanpal do not 

furnish full particulars in regard to the allegations made therein. The decision in 

Hardwari Lai vs. Kanwal Singh (A.T.R. 1972—SC 515) referred to by Shri Ramamurthy 

in support of his contention, however, deals with the question of the maintainabildv of 
an election petition wherein certain corrupt practices have been alleged without furnishing 
materia] facts and full necessary particulars. The nature of the present case is such 
that it will be unreasonable to demand from the petitioner full particulars of the 
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various alleged agreements or contracts entered into by Shri Abraham, with the 
television Centre, Alt Jnaia Rauio, as he cannot bo expected to know or have 
me means to ootain lull particulars. Under me provisions ot section 146 of the 
Representation ot the People Act, 1951, adequate power vests in the Election Commission 
to make a lull enquiry into the question rcterred to tt by the President under articles 103 
and 192 of the Constitution, And, in order to do full justice in matters of such public 
importance, it is necessary and proper for the Commission to make such inquiries as it 
deems fit. In this view, there is no substance in the contention of the respondent that in 
the absence of full particulars, the petition is liable .to be dismissed in iiminl. 

6. The contention of the respondent that article 102(l)(e) of the Constitution read 
with section 9 A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, has no application to 
a nominated member of the Rajya Sabha is also without any legal basis. Article 102 
imposes the disqualifications specified therein on a person not only for being chosen as 
a member of either House of Parliament but also for being a member thereof. Similarly, 
section 9A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 read with section 7(b) deals with 
disqualifications both for being chosen as. and for being a member of either House of Par¬ 
liament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State. A nominated 
member enjoys the same status as an elected member of the Rajya Sabha. There is no 
distinction made in the law between an elected and a nominated member of the Rajya Sabha 
once a person has become a member of that House. The jurisdiction of the Election Com¬ 
mission under article 103 of the Constitution to enquire into any alleged disqualification 
incurred by a member of the Rajya Sabha after he h'as become such member, either by 
election or by nomination, cannot be questioned. The allegation in the present petition 
and the oral contentions made by Shri Lakhanpal in support of t'ne allegation are that 
Shri Abraham incurred the disqualification after he had become a member of the Rajya 
Sabha. Therefore it is for consideration whether the provisions of articles 102 and 103 
arc attracted in the present case, or not. 

7. The contention that the question of alleged disqualification should be raised at the 
instance of the Rajya Sabha has been given up by Shri M. K. Ramamurthy at the hearing 
on 6 lYi Tanuary, 1976, in view of the clear rulings on the question by the Supreme Court 
n Brandaban Nayak v. Election Commission of India—A.I.R. 1965—SC 1892. 

8. The only question that is for consideration therefore is whether the arrangements 
whereby Shri Abraham made television appearances and received payments therefor 
constitute a contract within the meaning of section 9A of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951. Section 9A of the R.P. Act, 1951 reads as follows:— 

“9A. Disqualification for Government contracts, etc. —A person shall be disqualified 
if, and for so long as, there subsists a contract entered into by him in the 
course of his trade or business with the appropriate Government for the 
supply of goods to, or for the execution of any works undertaken by, that 
Government.” 

****** 

9. It may be observed from these provisions that a person can b e said to be disqualified 
under section 9A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 only if it is established 
that— 

(i) the contract has been entered into with the appropriate Government namely, 

the Central Government in the present case, with regard to the supply of 
goods, or for the execution of the works undertaken by, that Government; 

(ii) such a contract has been entered into in the course of his trade or business; and 

(iii) such a contract is a subsisting contract. 

10. It cannot be said in the Bam case that Shri Abraham was carrying on a trade 

or business" in relation to his aj^lMMes in T.V, Programmes or that the arrangements 
with the Government of India tn e supply of goods to, or for the execution of any 

works undertaken by, Ihe Gove^jmew. The expression “Supply of goods” implies fur¬ 
nishing goods that are required'Gy Government. The use of the plural word “works” 
connotes something to be built or constructed and not something to be done— vide in re. 
T. Sidhalingaiya, Member, Mysore legislative Assembly (7 EI.R 416), Satya Prakash v. 
Bashir Ahmad Qureshi (AIR 1963—M.P. 316), Yugal Kishorc Sinha v. Nagendra Prasad 
Yadav (AIR 1964 Patna 543), Brahma Dutt v. Paripnma Nand & Others (AIR 1972 
Allahabad 340). The films shown on television were produced and exhibited by the 
Government of India and not supplied by Shri Abraham, By agreeing to interview persons 
for T.V., Shri Abraham performed only professional services. Such performances of 
professional services wiH not fall within the, abmit of section 9A of the Representation 
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of the People Act, 1951. It is significant that section 7(d), as it existed in the Representa¬ 
tion of the People Act, 1951 until it was amended in 1958, provided for the incurring of 
disqualifications not only through a contract for tho supply of goods to, or for the exe¬ 
cution of any works undertaken by, the appropriate Government but also through a 
contract “for the performance of any services undertaken by the” appropriate Govern¬ 
ment. Having regard to the fact that such a provision relating to the contract for 
‘'performance of any services” undertaken by the appropriate Government has been omitted 
In section 9A of tho Representation of the People Act, 1951, as it now stands, even if a 
contract is entered into by a person for the performance of any professional services 
undertaken by the appropriate Government, it would not attract a disqualification in terms 
of article 102(1) (e) read with section 9A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951. 

For the reasons stated, the provisions of sec. 9A of the Representation of the Pc-ople 
Act) 1951, arc not attracted in the present case with reference to the various allegation^ 
contained in the petition of Shri P. L, Lakhanpal against Shri Abu Abraham. The Com¬ 
mission accordingly tenders the opinion that &hn Abu Abraham has not become subject 
to any disqualification for being a member of the Rajya Sabha. 

New Delhi; (Sd.) T. Swaminathan, 

Dated 22 January, 1976, Chief Election Commissioner of India. 


[No, F, 7(5)/7 6-Leg,IT(ii)] 
K. K. SUNDARAM, Secy. 

fafa, toto 

(fauuft fTOTTE) 

qf ftevfr, 9ET*f, 1976 

WTo 182 (H).—Id *5TCr fTOIT TOT fTOEMro TO^TT E^ErETTE qfV 
% far* ji+iPto fTOT ETET | 

TITO ENT % TtT EETO TO TOT^E % fTOS (JET fq^TTO - =sfr tffo iT?ro 

vP3Rw iit%e qft fit | f^rif to. EfErorE frorr tot t tost 

TOTfE Efar MfcildlfTcE EffclPldH, 1951 ( 1951 TO 43) Eft TOTTT 9-ET % ETE qfsE 
#TOTE % 102 ( l)(s) % ipfl Jf EE ETO % E7TO % fvfTT 

?r, eto frofar Jr to fa tot eto «fr to totoe 

^ fTOf^r TO l EfWTE % Wpd* 103 T TOTFT TIE 

; 

srk frotro eteIe ^ TOft to tte $ (etteto ^fror) fa eto «fr ^ 

TOT?E TO* frofw gTT | ; 

TO;, TO, If, ETTE TO TTOtRt EEt TOTO, EfEETE % (TTOWr 103 

% Elffa TOTT Trftrof TO TOfE TOTf |T[, fTO?EE ETEfa qff TIE % TOJETT, TO faf TOTO 
TOTO jj fa ETO TOif.H, TITO ENT % TOTO ffa % f?Tq, Efa MfdfdfacE 
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wfafrom, lgsi (lest w 43) error 9 -^r % rrm TfsTr rffaerror % 102 

(l) (r) 5Pqf if fsRft WTO Pro%l dff JTT 11 


TO, 

'T'h fotcift I 


mfm 


26, 1976 


TTOpT 7, 1897 (TOP) 


31H-* 


STOff 

TOTd % 7!| ^frf | 


tot?t tt r*r*rfnn unftn 

1975 Tt f*TCW *n*TTT 2 

(WTTO % TTf^TOT *F «R^ 103 $ Wtffa) 
®?t *ft 0 H’PT o <Hy 1HM 
^■'THT 

*F| SUTTER TT5TOT, TOW TOUT I 


^TlfWT : 

«fr 2to fwrffirrF 1 , ura % ffm ftnfav to^to i 

TPT 

*rm% ir aft ^ sot vs TO^Tf to | ^ Trefa if $ % tot sff 
tnrr^, 3 ft fc tow rw % RrorfiffTOj Trow $, tot eot % trto vjfi % grocror 
^ srfdMroT 1951 Of error 9-^ % rmr rfor Trf ro rR % srosgfa 102(1) (3:) 
^ *WT t fTOft TOT fdT%T ?> to; $ 1 

2. <sff <ffo i^o toottto fq€tror Jr 3ft stItoftot TOcrfro? | ^ Jif | 
«ft TOTT^T % TOTO TOR % TTOT fTOTft JTftftTOT % fair iffffrfJrfw WpEwf 

’PT TTTW^R TTO V fror R 1 front 3ft s^T 5 TTO*F WI 3 R % fair I50/-TT0 Jt 250 /- 
*> 0 ^ TTfwfTOE TOflTOT fPl'l W TOTOt if Tff fTOTTOTO 5TTO 11 5T?wf 
*ft TOTTfro Jf 7^ <TTO T^TTTT fTOTOT | TOfRf TfRl^ndV TO faTOf to TTT9TTmT ^Vf 

% frof ftroff j^ftfriRT % tototot ir tor Itortt ^ftr toto tot 4 % fwrr tort snro qft i 

*r? tft RTfro ?> rto $ far r s^tot Urfera - TOrrof % tot if <r 1 

3, sr 5 T«ff qff TOff#, m<T if r^iv m < | •— 

(i) fr^fror if troro tot totototot ^ ^ to tto R|f totot |, wff% 

ttTOt srMnfsrw ^fijfjTOT, 1951 vf ettto 9 -t if *fror fq-fro^r fjpjzff 
% Tf?sr if TO$ JTTOTO ^f fror ipr | ; 
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(ii) q'famq qq 102 (1) (?) ?ftq %tr qftftftqsr nrfaftwr, 

1951 qft WX! 9^T TT53T qqT % qTqftfoq TPTTq q?T ftfY $ 

qqtfqr qrqftfoq qqqr qft “ww gw" iwr, w fsp qq *Fj?®ar Jr 
ST'Jvmci i$) s FgT W qq>di I 

(iii) qfqqtfqq ftqgqT qqq?q qqrq%qqqr qq ftqfqq fw 
qqT |, qqf%q ftqJqq wqft qqrqr srnqq qft n$ qftr srfaqqfJqr % 
wgq 11 

(iv) qqpTw % war? qq qt, srqpff qq tqtftxrq wm Jr wq %qt gwa: 
aqqqTfaqr srsfa qq «rr *ftq qqpff % qqqqq q% ret qq mwr 
ii<% % f%q qqRT 'Sfl'fi q^iXi 'jnM'ia fqiqfr qqrqf % fqsqTqq % ftp? 

®tim r < w qqqwq i^l fqqrr i 

4. 6 XRprft, 1976 qrt <1,1 1l£ % in fq€lSTBX ^ 'fto t^<T<> 

sflq trcwff «fr wrrgq qft ?frq Jr tfqaft qrq% qr% ^wnr g ^ wro % qftqs qfaqqqr 
sft cnr^ %o qrqrqft ft wft qqft qtf%qr qqf ftq fqqr ft i 

s. ftqqlg qg w$t | fqr ?ft wqqqrq qft fqr^tvDT Jr % qqrqftf if, qqJr ftqr 
tttt frfinii qftftt 'jft ®ftft Tgt fi'J qq |f I cf*nfT *ft <.ii i ifft % wiftl 4 <Pl<i % WPT'T 
Jr <i<^*r% HiH <m*ii-h qiid fqg q? m% (t^o w^o wx° 1972 q^n 3 u» 515) 
Jr f%tr ftrq fftfftim' qq ft %rr ftw $ qqJr ftftt ftftftq ftfrirq % wft % 
snrq qq fwx fw qqr | fftqJr qrfJqqr ?r«fr qfrq «jJ: wnwqr ^rr f%q; ftm 

w ■WN< ,J rf qrr sfrftrxr q fw wit 11 «rwTFr *tpt% qn twr qwr | frraJr 
wf%?fwT x-q ftftr?r wxr% m %, %t f% %t wngq Jnr, 

tri+iflW'jfr Jr wT ^ q% ftdtum. Jr jm wxw wjftw f>n 
Hf w w WfftV f% wf tr ®tVJ q% wwrrrtr gftY w # ww wx 
^rqft f 1 %ft> yftftfteq wftrftqir, 1951 q% wrr 146 % ^rwsff % wrft, grr q»?r 
% %^sr Jr, %tf% riftarq % 103 ?fft 192 % wrft xps^’rft % ftqftrr nirfr 

ift ftrfw ftxrr |, ■jfT ^q-q^mT qrrft wt qVftr irrfter ^qJr (fwrtwr wqft Jr) ftfgrr 
| 5 fft % 3 % qrwf Jr gTT-gx:r ^tet q% Jr, w%Tq % f%rr qg 

wqww rfn ^fwr | ftr qg 5 rtq-T 5 w?r wJ: ftrJr qg xqqxfr qqjrir 1 1 w ^fft 
Jr, qrwff q% W q%ftr Jfqir^qKq^^ftrqft^: sqft q fwr no; gf %t fq^wq wrrq 
Jr ^r wfjq qn; ftrr m% qftr 1 1 

6 . q?q«ff q% qg q%ftr ^ ftr xrtw qftftfwq srftrftqq 19 51 q% srm 9 -qr 
% qrq qftq qftinq qq 102(1) (r-) xrxq qxrr % ftftt qrqftftcr wrxq 

qit wj; q%t gftT, ftftnq Tfe % ftrrarx | 1 ?r^#q 102 qqJr ftfqft^ ft xtqnr 
ftqfV ®rftq qq qq^ % fqqfV vfr qwr qq q %qq qqqq ^q qft qq qfq| twt qqqq 
gft qq ift, qftrqtfqq qrqqj 1 1 t%t qqqq, %%r qftftfqrq qfqftqq, 19 5 1 #qiqr 
7(^) % qrq qfer snqr 9 -r Jr qq^; % fqqft «ft qq?f qq qr ftqft qqfq >Pt ftvrq 
qw qr fwrq qfqqq^qq qqqq wft qsnft qqT qqqq qqqq gft q*nft Pi q jd l O ift 
q| ^ t qrxq qw qq qrqftfei TRqq qrfr |fqqq qq qiqr wt |, ftrq |fqqq qq qq 
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sfft aro #£ ftroffroa totor 571; trto totot tot totor ft TOTt t tor toto tototo % 
fttfftro totor wk a' Rftfc'vi totor % tkr ftfsr at % atf frtTO a^f tort tort 1 
*rr: ttr totot aro totor ft tot% % tor, frorot ?rw fanr, tott* af ftrokR fanr tot 
nrwftfm totottt totor fm ft, torr frorot ^rft fkf tot, frororoT fro rofroaRTO faroa nror 
ft, % srk if totto-tttotto at fkatroTO amm at TOfsrrorkTOT, 3ft fro tfwR % toto-tosto 
1 03 % TOtftTO TO% TORT f i $, % TOTOTO ir m TO^t TO 3 TTOT TOT TOTOTOT I adTOM fikklTO % 
TOfTOTOTOTO afk TOTO TOfTOTOTOTOT % TOTOTOTO t »it dOdmM TOTOTTT ft *k TOtfTOTTO TOTOtro t 

$ fro ttr totot aro to ft toft % tor 'it totofsto t ftrifTOT to? tot mV ^ t toto: 
?to tor tot frororr froror tor | fro tototor totto-t to toto^to 102 ark 103 % totototot 
tot fit | TO TOft 1 

7. 6 TORfr, 197 6 at ^ddll % TOR, TTOTTOT TOTOTTO TORTO TO ftafaTO 

WRtr^TOqt (ito «rrfc. tott° 1965 -ttotot rrttot 1892) t fTO tor tot 

TORTOTO RRTTOT TOTOTTT fk[ RT RR fffTOTOTO at TOR t T^t ftr, »jft TOtR %o TTTOFjfTO 

t amt irf attar to at fro BTfrorofTOcr frorijTOT to totot tor totot at stw to tort 

TORT TOTffTO I 

8 . TOT: fa TO T T R rr^r tor TOR TOf^fro TOTOT TO SfTTTO fTOTO% TOTOTTT «ft TOfTfTO 
t STOtfTOTOTO % TOTTOroTO it TOR frTTOT TOk TOTO% fTR TOR TORT at, TOtTO TOfroftfacTO TOfsT- 
ftroro, 1951 at tort 9-ro % totoIr to^rt |i rotro TOftftfarTO TOftfaroro, 1951 
at TORT 9 -TO fTORRTOTT $ :— 

o v 

"9-TO. TOTTOTT ro TOR ft nf TOfirTOTWf WlPt ro fat fHcfWT,—atf nfl 

RfacT frotfTTT ft TOT, TOft TOk TO TTT atf tft?T ftfTOTR 

t tt TOt TOTOkR TOTOTO % TOR TOTO% RRTT TOT aTOTTOK % TOTTOT t 
TOTO TORTO at TOTTO ®FT TO?R art % kR TOT TOTO TOTOTO ^TOTOT TOTOTR 

fro^t to Trot % tRTRTO % kfro at |i" 

1)1 1)1 1)1 # * * 

9. ?TO TOTOTOTTf % TOTTOTT TO TOf TOfT TOT TOaRT | fT i%tt RfaTO at TOtT TOft- 
krfroTO TOfrofrororo, 19 51 at ettot 9 -to % TOftro froffro ?rafr afT tot totott | toto % 
TOf TOiftro ar foro toot ft— 

(i) TOtRT TOTOfTOTO TOTTTO t TOR TOTtr^TOTOTOR TOTTO% t t^tTO TORTO t 
TOTTO, TOTOTORTOatTOTTOaTOTOTORart % fTOTO TOT TOT TOTaTOf,aTOT TOTOTOTOTO 

froft tototoI % ftRRTO % kpr at TOf I ; 

(ii) i?TOt TOfaror ant rttotto tot aronr t tototot t at af | ; *fk 
(lii) ttt TOfroT a> fafTOTOR TOfroaT %_ 1 

10 . TOTOTOR TOTTO% t TOf TO^t TOfT TOT TOTOTT | fTO p tt TOTOTfTOaTtfTOTOTO taRf- 

aiTOt t tor tar atf rttoto tot aroronr ar t| to tototot tottt tottto % tor to sfrR, 
TOroat (TOTaror at) totto aro trr arrt t fro^ tot tot+k to^tort tototor froa^t totor? 
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% t Vireq 'w i "iimttjot" m qmr tt foir ^rm Enqrrfqq | 5ft ’P'tr: 

% faq wwf ft i w^ft % qfwr “Works” (#t) it qf qrj srfttfq 

5ft rrqi^qft 5fHT ijj f%qT 5fnr f frtT^ft jftq?t 3fftr—ffiyir 

ITR5TT, £t° ftr^jfqqqf, ETW, q^T f^TFT IPRT ( 7 f q*f ’Em— 416), Er^T RWH 
sRTTr jfrftr (q srrf *m-i963-qR <ft 31 e), mr frotr ftpfr wm 

(qsrr§ wn:-i96 4-q3qT-543), «rtr qfrqqr qqrq qft^rfmr 

sftrmq (qmS i5m-1972-WIT^FI-340) I qtftfoqq m q$ fa^ir FTTE 

mtm fqrcr nfk qqfqq qrt *rf *ft q qro nm sft am fam 

qqr qT i 

£ wtlwr % |%<t sqfqqqf qq etsttwh: £ mtr r qrm % «rt jnrrfq- 

q Ttt *m 1 qqrfiiT itmt ^t qtt § 1 1 d n 1 [m q> itqrtft ttqift qit qrufqiq 5ffq> qfirfqftr?q 

sifaftmr, 1951 vt eft 9-r^t qfrftr 3 qff snit 1 qf arm Rfcqquf | 
qfqfqfacq srfkfqqq, 1951 am 7(q) if, sftfr fr qf 1 958 mrtfer $tq $ 

gq '4t. m «it f% fmfqi q %qq qqfqq mim Tt qm qq qrqq £ f?rt» 
in Err mqm ^mr m^tq fqqff qqmf % Pr^mH % fair qff qf qfqn %■ fqrn ^qq 
ft 5rrtrqt srfqf "imfqq mqm ^ TTtqq f%qff itqnff % fw qut % f%rr" mt 
q$ qfmr ^fnr tft mqq ft urn^iTt 1 f q mm qit 3r T<3% f t[ fr qqfqq qqqm 
ffm ^’fid “f%{ft itqT % f%i[ 5fj% % Piu qft q^ dTqti it qqfirq mmar qt^f qfk- 
fqftm srfafqqq, 1951 qft smr 9-qr, ^ifr % qf w qqq ?r qqr qrr ftqr qqr 

| f m qfc mfqq mqm ^qpj mqtq fqn# mrnrfwF frwm'f % %q qmr ^ Prq; 

fqiqt sqfw ^qm qt^ ttf^n ^t 5rqft f qt qf wtq qfqfqfqm ff faPiqq , 1951 

qft fim 9 -®p % qm qfcq atm % qfamq ^ 102(1) (q) % qqf q fmfqr 

q^t f>ft 1 

3 tm qqTt[ qtr qmqrt it, ittm srfqfqfsiq ^rf’ifqqq, 19 51 *Pt sriTf 9—<$ % 
gqqff » 4 t wq, snrrfq % fms «fr qto t^o qTjqw irq qdw qfr q| fqqtsrq 
it ’crqrfqm: fqfvrw wfaqrqqf v tfw it qqqiq qrq% it imq^qfft ft% ^ 1 q q ym anqtq 
trrft qf tr | ff> «r*t flq *mfq m mrr qq qw ft% t fqnr fq.qt qqm 
fqrffcr qft f t[ ^ 1 

qffimft; (fo) €to Fmttqrqq, 

dl^qi 22 5fqqft, 1976 ETOf ^ q«q fqqtqq !n^fq | 


[ifo qqo 7( 5)/76—fao II (ii)] 
%o %o gmqq, qfqq 1 
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